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[  Document  S.  ] 

BY  THE  HOUSE  OF  DELEGATES, 

fuarch  5tli.  1850. 
Read  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORT 


Of    THE 


MINORITY  OF  THE  COMMITTEE 


OTS 


LOTTERIES, 


TO  WHICH  WAS  REFERRED  THE  PROCEEDINGS  OF 
THE  COMMISSIONERS. 


REPORT. 


The  II ndei signed,  one  of  the  commitlee  on  Lmteries.  presents, 
llie  following  report,  counter  to  the  report,  of  the  niojority. 

The  undersigned  is  satisfied  that  the  adoption  of  the  contract 
with  Francis  Monis  and  others,  will  lead  to  litigation,  and  with- 
out intending  to  express  anj- opinion  on  thelfegal  points  involved 
in  the  controversy,  he  thinks  it  quite  probable  that  such  litigation 
will  interfere  with  the  revenue  of  the  State,  derived  from  this 
source,  and  may  interfere  with  some,  perhaps  with  many  of  the 
grants,  now  in  the  consolidated  Lotteries.  This  is  one  considera- 
tion and  one  of  some  moment. 

A  stronger  consideration,  however  is  thif?.  The  persons  who 
oppose  this  contract,  start  with  the  written  offer  that  they  will  give 
at  least  as  mucli,  both  to  the  State,  and  to  the  consolidated  giants 
as  this  contract  provides. 

Those  persons  are  persons  of  undoubted  responsibility,  so  that 
the  State  cannot  lose  any  thing,  nor  can  the  consolidated  grants, 
by  rejecting  this  contract, 

iVor  have  the  persons  who  are  asking  the  affirmance  of  this  con- 
tract any  right  to  complain,  if  it  is  not  ratified  by  the  State, 
They  will  have  a  fair  and  equal  chance  with  all  others  to  bid; 
and  will  still  get  the  contiact,  if  their  bid  shall  be  the  best.  But 
as  the  State  cannot  lose^  and  may  gain  by  offering  a  fair  and 
equal  chance  to  all,  why  should  it  confirm  this  conditional  bar- 
gain. If  an  agent  should  make  a  conditional  contract  for  another 
person  and  make  it  expressly'  subject  to  his  approval,  would  it  be 
approved  in  the  face  of  a  better  offer.  It  would  be  unreasonable 
to  expect  it,  and  why  should  the  Legislatuie  where  the  State  is 
concerned,  act  differently  from  what  an  individual  would  do  in 
his  own  affairs. 

But  this  is  not  all,  although,  I  did  not  hear  the  argument  of  the 
counsel  in  opposition  to  the  contract,  yet  I  have  learned  from  the 
documents  in  possession  of  the  committee  that  fictitious  schemes 
have  been  published  by  the  present  contractors  and  tickets  sold  in 
8uch  fictitious  schemes.  On  these  tickets,  nothing  was  paid  to  the 
use  of  the  State,  or  to  the  use  of  the  consolidated  grants. 

The  tickets  were  frauds  on  the  public,  and  frauds  upon  the 
State,  Should  this  be  tolerated?  if  ii  is  to  be  tolerated,  it  shall 
not  be  so  withmy  assent- 
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I  heard,  the  opening  argument  in  favor  of  the  contiact,  and  1 
found  it  to  be  conceded  that  there  were  a  great  number  of  tickets 
daily  sold,  in  the  Consolidated  ]jOtteries,  on  whicli  the  lax  im- 
posid  by  law  is  not  paid.  Now  if  the  lottery  system  is  to  be  con- 
tinued, let  the  laws  be  strictly  enforced,  let  tiie  Slate  have  the 
whole  ta.v^  not  apart  of  it,  let  the  ConsoUdated  Lotteries  have  all 
they  are  by  law  entitled  to,  not  a  mere  fraction.  Now  as  I  un- 
derstand the  case,  if  we  ratify  this  contract,  we  adopt  for  the  pre- 
sent, all  that  has  been  done  in  this  way,  and  justify  it  for  the  fu- 
ture. I  cannot  consent  to  this.  Nor  am  I  willing  imlirectly,  lo 
bring  the  Carioll  County  Grant  into  the  Consolidated  Lotteiies. 
If  it  is  there  by  law,  the  agreement  of  November  1S48,  was  un- 
necessary, if  not  there  the  Commissioners  of  Lotteries  have  no 
right  to  change  an  act  of  the  Legislature. 

If  the  Legislature  is  willing  to  place  it  in  the  Consolidated 
Grants,  let  it  be  done  by  a  plain  and  diiect  law . 

For  these  and  other  reasons  I  am  in  favor  of  rejeciing  both 
contracts,  and  of  offering  an  opportunity  to  every  one  to  bid,  and 
I  therefore  submit  the  accompanying  resolution  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House: 

,     Respectfully  submitted, 

HUGH  C.  WHITEFORD. 

Resolved  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland,  That  the 
contract  reported  by  the  Lottery  Commissioneis  dated  llth 
November,  1848  and  ISih  July,  1840,  be  and  f'ach  of  them  is 
hereby  rejected. 
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